|

R )
Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/06/09
oy GLASSIFIUAIUN EESTRICTED

PENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY _ REPORY

mronmwmmwcm STAT
DATE DISTR. 16 July 1943
SUBJECT®  Beliglm No.oFPasEs 22 |

: CIA-RDP80-00809A000600130071-9 I

7

NO. OF ENCLS.
(LBTED BELOW)

SUPPLEMENT TO
REPORT NO.

B THIS IS UNEVALUATED INFORMATION FOR THE RESEARCH
: USE OF TRAINED INTELLIGENCE AMALYSTS

Professcr 8. Troitskily

of warldly power, waich vas the last snd the strong-
Dovil teapted our Lord (Matthew ks 3-10), bas
Church revresentatives vho by foroe of

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/06/09 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000600130071-9



[ ! ‘i

?agitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/06/09 : CIA—RDP80—OO80_9AOOO60013071—9 ]

5 3
RESTRICIED s
of soopters.” Wbile they mever becams ohurch dogwa, thegs ucts 108 : §
produced no allght herm to the Qrthodox Church. Ths peparation of the West-
orx Jhuroh from the Eastern Cixmech, which led to such disestrous oconsequences
for the entire Ohristisn wardd, was the respnsidility not only of Rowe tut
also of Ocustantinopls. Repeated pwrsemution of Slavic patrisrohs, the Bul-
gerien wohimm, and the Antloch schism are soms, although far from all, of the
rasoults of thia atate of affeirs. The external declime of the Comstantinople
Cimrch on the coe hand, apd the rise of the Russian Cimrch, ca the other,
curtailed the opreed of these tendencies, But no soomer d1d the Russisn
Church £ind itself in trouble than the “nedulous desire fur* world power” again
asserted itself within the Comstentinmople Clurch and it cnce more endsavered
to "overstep the limits placed by the fathers and the Counolls.”

- .
»

Thias tendsncy appeered in the form of a newly-imvented theory of compul~-
scry and sxclusive subcrdinmation to the Constantinople (hurch of the Crthodox
diagpore, 1.2., the entive arthodox "dispersion” (Basil the Greet, Rule 85),
which the Oreeks understood to inainde not only seperate individusls Iut
also all (xthodox oongregaticme and even eparchies located outside of ths
boundariss of counteries in which there were Orthodox sutocephialous churches.

For oxampls, the Comstantincple Patriarch Photiue II, cleiming the
subordination of the Budin Eperchy to the Clmrch of Comstantinople, wrote to
Varnava, the Serbian Patriarch, on 30 My 1931: "four Excollendy and oar
dear sister, the Serblan Church, are cognizant of the gensyal view of our
Pairierohsl Soe on the oancnicsl positiom of urthodox ciburches, parishes, and
settlomonts in diaspora, outoids the limits of tho (rthodox eutooephalous
churchos. ALl guch perishes, irrospoctive of pationslity, mist, from the
ecclesiastical point of visw, bo subardinated to our Holiest Pntriarchal soe."

The seme theory mey be found in the epistle of Basil ITI to the Warsav
Motropolitan Dicnysius of 12 December 1925, and in mmerous other acts of
this patriarchate sinoe 1922, The origimater of this theory was Kitiyeskiy,
a fervonmt Pachollsniet. Leter, ito proponents were the !ptrcpalitan of Athens, ’
the Mptropolitan of Constantinople (1921-1923) and, efter 7 May 1926, Patriarch
Msleting of Alexaniria (Motaxalcls 2871-1935). Tids theory did not remain an
paper but vas vigorously put imto rractive by its founmder and hie eacceseors .
to the Comstuntincple Chair. Thue, in 1922 the peirlerchate upensd four
eperchies in Amerios, and an sxoxch with the apocalyotic title of Mstropolitan
Fiatirekiy / 17 ves eppointod for Wostern end Comtrel Durcpe. In 1923 en
Arctbishop of Paris and of all Czechosloveklia was eppointed end an arder
(tomos) wan issued re-establiching the Archbishopriu of Cyril-Mpthodius undor
the jurisdicticn of Comstentinople. The FPinnish, Estomien, end. Polish churchos
vere also plaoced under the same jurisdioction. Ia 232k dhe letropolitan of
"Bungery and Exarch of Centrel Europe in Budapest” [sicfvac snpointed end a
bgmpmmmmmm. The Polish Churel, whilo it vas proclaimed
autooenbalous, contimed to bo avbordinate tr the Cimrch of Constentinople.
Two eparchies vere establishod in Australia, and attempts vere meds to close
the Russien Patrisrchate and to subordinato the Russian Cimroh %o the Con-
atantinople Patriarchate. In 1925 the head of the Polish Cimrch roceived
. the title of "Holimess” and, in 1929 the Bishop of Treihiyu [ 1] wes oent
: ' to Poland, with extorsive povero of comtyol. In 1983 Blaloy Adam ¢ the
B Fussian Church in Amsrice was subordinatsd to the Comstantinople Patriarchate,
and in 1931, Evlogly, the Rusoion ltropolitan of Western Europe, together
. with the bishops subcrdinate to him, was pleced unlder the juriesdiction of the
Omrch of Comstautinople. In 193¢ the question vas reised of swbordinating ell
eparchies anl ongregations of the Sorbian Church loocated cutelde of Yugoslavia,
‘ Snch 15 the lorg, thongh far frum oclete, reccord showing the applicstion of
th» new theory onnoerning the Jurisdictiom over the Ortholox diaspors,

' AS 800R as VWorld War I endsd and tue position of the Russian Churoh
-2~ » v
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iforoved, & roverse process gob undervay, Lhat of o fallisy: away of opaarchiocs
and parishes from the Constantinople Chureh and their roturn to the parent
church ~- the Russian Fatriarchate,

A pusber of Russlen Orthodox operchies snd perishes, both within and out-
aids the borders of the ULSR, have alresdy reverted to the jurisdiction of the
Mogoow Patrisrchate.

mmmwmmwmmm clurches
to the parent clmreh was aleo raised. However, in view of tho fact that thiwm
question has nob been finally sottled and that a portion of the Ruesian diaspore
in Western Riropo comsiders itself subloot to the Juriedicuion of Constantincple
even &t prosent, as well es the fect that Groek clmrch oircies apperently have
not repudfated their theary of the cenonicel character of the subordinetion
of tbe entire Orthodox diaspara to Comstentinople, it is irperative to oxaminG
this theory in iteelf and its spplication %o the Mmmich and Polish clmarches.
With reapect to ths Polish Charcn, not only mst tho guection of its deveondexce
o Conmtentinople bo emminad, but elso the right of Constontinople to grant
it eutocephalous statuas.

Suppormnotwwaoryﬁnditwnﬁmdmmmufm Canom
lay of the Orthodox Churchs (1) the cooond rule of the Second Ecumemical
Counsil, {2) the sewsnth rule of tho Thiré Ecumenicsl Council apd, chiefly,
{3) the 29th ruls of ths Fouwrth Foumomicel Council. '

1. "In the seccnd rule of the IT Eoumonical Council,” writes Patriarch
Maletius to tho former Mstropoliton of Kiev, Antcmius on 3 July 1927 (Pentencs,
1927, No 89, pp 514-516), 've read: 'Regianal bishops rust not oxteond their
Wummh-bwaﬂtbirmaﬁmﬁwtnixup churches... If not
irvited, they mst not leave the confines of their arca far crdination or for
any other church functiom. Whiko cbeerving tha above-noted rule on cmrch
dommins, it is also clear that the business of overy regiou is to be adminiotered
by & roglonal ocouncil es %o Frovided in Ricala.'” Patriarch Meletius concludes
that, "on tbe deats of this rule, tho bishors of the Ruesicr Clurch have no
?ight to interfere in the jurisdiotiom of a diooese outnldo the dowains of thelr
crahoes. "

To dogin with, the rulo dous mot give any picolby o the Cluvrch of
Constantinople and does not even memtion that cimrca.

In the seound plaoo, 42 the rule comitained omly that pert to which
Patriaprch Mslotius makes reférenco, it would ameen that oo church, including
the Church 92 Constantinople, onp maintain mieslons wutsido its borders,
vhich contradicie the comamiont of the Church Foundor: "Gc and teach all
pooplen” (Matthow 28: 1i9; Merk 16: 13). Patriarch Meietiuo really oites
only that part of the rule which is not relevent to the quection, and pur-
susely omits that pert vhich gives ail clmrceise the right to have missiono.
At tho end of the rule ve reod: "The clurches of God of foreign pecples
Cev oy PopPapikoly @vLot ) ohould e governed in “coardance with tho
egtablished treditions of the Fathors.®

It follows from this that the prohibition againat axtending the
jurisliction bdeyond church barders doos not epply to miscionary areas btut
refers to territories of other churoims, and doss not rofor to territcrios
outside these churches, 1.0., miesionary aress whers tho old order was to de
mintained. Whet sart of an crdexr wes 1t? Acoording to ths euthoritativo

John Zoasr amd Fecdor Val‘semon, thare existed on defined limits
and dichops of ono elmroh, espooially those vho
vere cloguent, oould frogquently vioit the ereas of other bishops to teach
ocavertel to tho faith apd to affirm thelr comversion ]

osl iith tes, I 1, 1377, p 65, line OO,
s L72)e Timo, the atolso Lo opposits of vhat
«-3a
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Patriarck Meletius wishes to prove.

b

2, Patriarch Melstius and other (reek cenomists cell atbenticd to the
rmmmofmewmormmwalmm%
MthM-WbMWsmmummmmmoW
vhicl was mover under their Jurisdiction o that of their predecessora. Any
ulhopvhomwmpweran&mbmm&amtmawwbym
of coercics should restors the same.” From this stetement the conclusicn 1s
drawn that sutooephelous churches, with the exceptiom of tho Church of Con-
mtimﬂa,hvemﬂmwmum«.wwdmmotmtmﬁm
in which their clurch is located, and oomseguently, the Russian Church carmot
maintsin its eperchies iu Polend end Finland.

Assuming that the rulo hes vhia meaning, it is, first of all, lnccr-
prehanaible vhy the Oreeks male un exveption for the Charsh of Constantinople
vhen tho rule establishes an crder for all churches without exoeption snd
mikes no mention that the Churoh of Constantinopls is to be excspvted, If tho
WM“MWﬁM%MthWMWM—
osuse théty are located in foreign oountries, them tho Church of Comstantinople
elso cannot have them becsuse it 1s located in anothmr oountry.

As & matter of fmct, the rils does mot tonch upon the question of
ecclosiactioal Jurisdiction beyomd stete ba iers, tut by dofending the suto-
cephalons statusn of the Churoh of (ymus agr.ast the claim of the Clmrch of
Antioch, it merely dscides the question of delimitation of Juriediction of
churehes located in one cowmrhry -- in Bysantium. ‘Road also the sscand Tuls
of the Second Councii,” adviseo Val'vemon in his oommentery an the elghth
ruls of the Third Council, "the 28th rule of the Fourth Council and the 39th
rule of the Sixth Council and you will lsarn how churchos within tho Romen
Empire, vith the exoeption of a fow, were subardimate to tho Constantinople
See" (Rules With Cosmentariss, 135-136; Athenian Syntagme, II, 206). If we
apply thic rule to & vider intermeticoa) situetiom, the olaims of Constanti-
nople would be seen to deeerve weverc ocademmatiom, The mle enjoina, "He
vho sxtends his power and forcibly axmexes an operchy shall retwrn the eame, "
and adds, "It is the will of the Coumenicel Council that every oparchy (1.e.,
sutoosphelous metropolis) shell prorerve its rights in their purity emd its
froedom from cosrcion, in acoordance with ancient custom.” But tho tlurch
of Finland from its very foundation helenged to tho Russian Clmrch and had no
ccomection With the Churox of Comstontinoplo. Likewise, all Orthodox
eparchics in Poland havs been mhordinate to the Musoisn Cimrch for over 100
yoers, vkersas the clurch statute of limitatioms, acoording ve the 1l7th zulo
of tho Fourth Eoumeniocal Council rogquiros only 30 yoars. It follows from
this that the Clmroh of Jonstentinople, vhich seized the Clmrches of Fin-
1end and Polen® with the essistance cf temporal power, mict returia those
churehos to the Ruseion Mmrct. No new act is requirod bty the Chmurch of Con-
stantinople for thie barmaes s cited rule of the Boumomiocal Crunocil stetec
that a1l such acts of selzure mist in tho futurc be considaroed invelid in
and of themoclves without & spesial resolution. It 1o ctatod at the end
of ths yule: "If anyone imtroénoes £ recolution vhich coautradicts that which
vas declded end agreed upom by the cntire Holy and Ecurpnical Counvil, 1t
ahall be oonaifered invalid.” Heneco, 1t can be seon how unfounded is the
mmimormmzmofmmmmmmmwmmvhioh ia
g=111 onder the jJurisdiction of tho Constentinople Patiriarch beomuse ho
1smied no order adolishing this jurisdiction.

The ‘ansfor to the jurisiiction of the Constentinople Clmreh vis
invelid Doceuse it ocourred in vislation of the 1LTth rulo of thn Sixth
Ecumenioal Council end without tho epproval of the centrol eutharities of
the Russisn Patricrolmte, for vhich, acoording to the rule, bath the acoepted
azd the aoceptor should Ue deerived of their rank.

3. Tt 1s clalmed by the OGrecks that the principel proof of tholr thoory
-4«
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i Tude zuks first
‘ of the Second Boumenical Counoil, which gives the
mummmmlmuymtuuﬂnmmmww %o
dofine the limits of the powers of Constantinople:

"Therefore, the metropolitsns of ths regions of Pomtus, Thrace, and
Asia Mincr, as vell aa the bishops of foreign pocples of the ebove~menticned
mmtomwwmabm—mumd Holiest Ses of the Bollest
(mirch of Constantinople.”

" pefenders of the pww thoory 569 4% cosrohoreted in the law of forsigm
vhich they interpret in a politioal and
Orthodoxy disspora loceted outside the b~
churches are tc be found. It is
this disepora comes under the exolusive Juriediction of the Church
of Comstentinople. In order to shov the fallacy of thie intorpretation of the
mmztumwmwummmmofmm"mm"
and "berbarians” as uasd in cimrch writings.

" ® e Ygispersion” -~ 38 takon from the Holy Scrip-
ture. In the 0ld Testament (Deutercnooy 30: 3-4; Judith %: 19; Job T: 35,
eto.) 1t refers to Jove and proselytos dlopersed amORG PEFLs. In a similar
sense the term "disspora” iz found in cld Christian writinge, in .
the writings of St Clement of Romo (Min', Patr., & I, 200, C) and in the
Clementines (Min', Patr., gr. II, W7, As. Tho word 1s also to bo found in
the Nev Testament with the samd> meaning. When Jesus (irict told the Judsan3:
“Whero I shall be, there you ccamct go," the Judeens said enong themoelves,
"Does not Be intemd to go to the Tisllanio dispercica end teach the Hellens?"
(Jobr T: 35; 12.20-29}. More frequently, however, this tern comnotes Chrie-~
tians diapersed among nom-Chricticns. The epostlo James gdfiressos his epictle
to the "twelve tribes in dispersion” (1:1), 1.e., Christians residing amcny
Jews in dispersion. The apostle Teul adtresses his first opietle to the
"choson novcomers to the di Coppadocia, Asia, and

The term "dimspors,” tharefove, in no way has & geographic o
political coxmotation ™t & confosaional moening, axd it refers to o roli-
glou3 minority segardless of vhether it ropides within tho boundaries of a
given country or outsido 1te frontiers. Ag wo hove scam, the epostle Peter
usoe the word djaspore in referenco to Chrictians vithin the Romsn Stato &nd
not outelds of it.

'Bwﬂu‘u"barbcrians"or"berbmimwp!u"baeasm\armmm
charch vritings. Among barberisns, Christionity sproad later than it 414 ercng
Romens and Greeks, sc that Christionc conctituted a minority, e "diespara. "
mawmwzm«mmlmmmnhmmum
mmuuthom(taomh,tmmm'ofmwm:ml
wu;mmormmmmmn)gmmnw

instructions. mmm,mmanmmehwxma -
palitico-gaogrephic meaning, btut en ethmogrephic cne, e ward “’o popEapo
mmmw,nrmwmmmcmmmm,
Greek c latin, wznofummnmumnmm-orm
Romen State o ocutside of 1it, mawmmmwmm,
'KIMMWWMMW,I@&W&:%WM
mu»namum"(xmmn). ‘a0 apostle Paul
Mwmuwmmmmammm(am
1: 1v). mwmmmm,:ﬂmwmimu

- 8w
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called "berberizna” in the Avts of ww swowwswuy o '
In later yoars the word "™arterisn
ths Book of Lswe tranalates i, meant fareigners residing beyons
of the fapive, (see Justinian's Code, ITI, 36, 39; EJth Tule of
a8 those residing vithin the Expire (see, for exaxplo,
Counoil; epistie to Diogemes Ssh; Min' II;
v, 33; Min', 67, M, 554; Bozceoan, )i+
- ). For the designation of bardorian states loosted
tern*' "t Bo.pBopwey *(le. uLpos ~- the
parbarian vorld es opposed to the Greek world - vo “EX vi'movy  or "per-
baricun” vas used. This meening of the term is used in tho 634 (32d) rule of
the mﬂ,vmitumwtutmzmvmwcmomm
Meuritania beomuse this cowrtry "lies on the sxtrexity of Africe end is
sdjacent to berderisn territory (tw (eg@epiRw TTagaRoTaL ) {3ec E.
n-n:chm, Endvlrterbuch su dem N. 7., Glessexn, 1510, 8. 995 E. A. Sophocles,
QGroe)

Now York, 1900, p 296; Du Cangs, Glosseriun totius 1tatie,
Vs , 1091, sub v. Goppepiroy ) Bevergius, ﬁf I3,
Oxcaies, 1702, amoteticnes, p 125

In vhet sense then are the vords (v Touy (bapAoPLKoY ™  used in
the 20th rule of the Fourth Eoumnicsl Council, in the geogrephic or in the
© sthnic sense? mmwmswmmmmawwor
mmmhwmmmwm'mmwum
the borders of states in which eutocepbalous churches
‘ role of the Eumsnical Counoil, the word "berberien”
boupdariss, it 1a per-
memmmmmmmmummamofm
borders of Byzantium undsr the dominicn of this clmwrch. On the other hand, 17
m-uardhlmcmﬁ.c-mﬂamﬂrcawwthomn-mm
mmmmmww,mdemmmormmi-
nople boooms grouniless.

Thers oen s mo doubt that in the 28th rule of tho Fourth Ecumenical
Council the word "darberisn” 1o used in an ethnio emd not in a politice-
geogrephic sense. This can de mrovods (a) by the mesaning of the ward
"mew.‘(b) vy the oomtext in whioch it i@ uesd, (c) dy the sooond rule of

the Seoond Ecumsnical CGouncil, (d) by the anthority of the canonical inter-
preters, and (o) by historicel evidence.

2. We have already seen tiet in urder to designato vountries in
which barherisns predceinate, the canons use the vard “sapBapLrov * and
1f the 20th wale of tho Fourth Eoumonical Counoil bed thoeo oountries in viev,
the terms “2v To foppapikw * vould bave beon used, Actually, sowever,
the voxde 'ty Toy Lot ¥ vere used, vhich meens that the rule refors
not. to derberian stutes t to barbarisans or berberian peoplon residirg botb
Suside and cutside the borders of the Expire.

. In the 26th Chaloedonian xule ve only find tho adjective
_"(sappnfmoq'ddomﬁmthemvmehﬂneumtvo modifien. Howover,
1n visv of the relationship “etveen this rule and that of the Bsoond Toumerical
M,vnmumammormmm, it 18 safe to
aosmwe thet heve, too, the noun "pecples” is understood, gince the secomd rule
of tlLo Beoond Foumenioal Covnel). spockn 52 U XV Toly (BepgapL¥ey 'tOveri ™ (The
cardlalhduwtbmﬂrde,bntmmumhofmmwmi
Muammm«thaummmmmumunytm

pariials “ptvre R

: e. ™o Chalosdndan ruln refexs mot to derberiun peoples in gensrel
tut to specifio peoples, to pooples of the "above-mentioned regions”
L) moufn&vvv‘ SioLwngiov ) 1.e., cnly derbarians in tho dloceses of
Pontus, Asis s anit Threoce, Theso diocceses, however, vore withia the
-6 -
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Byzantine Bupire, even though thoy menticmed missions s1de ‘

the borders of the Ewpire. Bemos, the ruls dces mot pertain to stete doundaries,

tut aubordinates to the Bishop of Canstentimople the bishops of the barberisns -

residing within the church domains of thees tlree diocosses, regmiless of
vhether these berbderisns are within or cutslde tho Byrantine Fmpirve.

The histary of the Church of Comataptinople explains the motives
behind such ¢ docision of the Coumodl,

In the meantive the thiréd ruie of the Socond Eoumemicel
Councdl gave hix a seoond place in the hierarchy of the Orthodox Chmrch,
placing hin cn the seme loval of dignity as the Biahop of Rome; and his high
de facto posivion, as the Disbop of the pew oapital of the Mmpire snd as the
porson close to the ewpuror, mnds it possible for him to ardsin both bishops
and motropolitins in the threc meighboring dioceses. Then comd the Fourth
Ecursnicsl Counsil, which by wey of esteblishing an ogquilibteium between the
status of dignity and the actual poasition of the Blshop of tho Bew Roms, on
the coo exd, and the sphers of his Jurisdiction, on the othor, granted him
through the ninth and LTth rules the scme legel rights as vere wmjoyed by the
heads of autovephalous churchoes, the exarchs. The Council alsc senctioned
the 4o facto suburdimation of the three neiglboring dlovescn, in the same vay
in vhich the First Ecumsnical Council esancticned the subardinetion of not ane
but several provinves to the Biahops of Rows, Alexandria, end Antioch. The
question of the mubardination of misoicns was also osttlcd in the eame spirit.
The supervision of s mission is umally within the pwovinco of the osutral
authority of a particular eutocephnlous clmrch. Inasmch as the three
diocenes vere made subordinate to tho Biahop of Copstantinople and the author-
1ty of this bishop Deocams tue central antharity for them, supe-vision of
migsions in the diaspore of theso three diccesea vero transfarred to the Bishop
of Constantinopls.

4. AllL oenonical interpreters, including Aloxins Aristin, John
Zonaras, Feodin® Val'semon, ond (htthov Viastar' the ariginctar of the alpha-
boticel syntegme, intermetsd tho term (34 0L KoL * to mean barbarian
ponplos vho wero unier the juriodicticn theso threo dlooocses. They enpha-
sizv the fact that bacbarian pooplos of other noighboring (ionegss were not
mde subardinato to thw Jurisdiction of Constentinople by this rule dut re-
mained under the Jurisdistion ol _.uer Orthodox clmrchos. Aristin writes,
“The metropolitans of Fontus, Acia !Muur, end Thracs ware cubardinated to him,
the Bishop of'Constantinople, and vero ordained by him, as voro ths berdarisn
dishops in these dioreges, sinco the dicveses of Mecodomin anl Illyria, Thessaiy.
Polopcanosus, and tho entirs Epirus, and the barberian poeoples in these dicceses,
vore then unier the rulc of tho Dichop of Rome" (Athenian Syatagre, IT, 236;
Krzologe  [Pethtinder/, 1816, p 73).

. Zomares writes, "Tho right of ardaining bishops of derbarien
Pocplen rosiding in the aboro~mantioncd dlogeses is trensferred to the Bishop
of Constantinopis decenoe tho ramdining dloceses, 1.0., thoeo of Maocedonie
mnd Thessely, Zlis, and the Folovomemus, aud of the go-colled Spirus and
Illyrsa, vere then under the Jurisdicticm of the Bishop of Axcient Rome”
(Athonien Gyntecms, II, 283, 264).

Vol 'samon writec, "Tho bishopries of the barbarims are the iand
of the Alani, Rugsis, and otharu, oinoo ¢he Alent belang to tns Diccese of
n!\nbuo} wgﬂtheﬁ:uimholmgtothemamofw" thonian

9 3 . .

In Mstthev Vlastar's oymiagme ve reed: "“Tho Biahop of Oometanmti-
mummwmnmwmmumwm

-?.
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d4oosser vhich are subardinatoe to him, such as the Aleni and The Fusslann;
“beoauss ths famer border the Dicosse of Pomtue apd the Initer the Diocuse

of Thrace” (E., 1l; pthentan Gtagm, VI, 297).

We thus ses thet all snciemt suthoritetive interpreters of
cuurch oanon maintain that the Chaloedondan Council gawe the Bishop of
Constantinople only that right in relsticm to the dimsporc which priar to
the Councll belongod to the dicoceses omposing the Cimrch of Constantinopls,
1. ooy mmwummmmwmomfmms
1iving in the dicceses. In additiom, fristin and Zonarue roint out that in
wmmotmmamwwmﬂbmhommm
diaspors vas limited to berbarians in the Diocese of Thrace, pince ths ro-
meining dicceses vere under the jurisdiction of the Bishop of Roma.

Th view of the fact that the boundaries of tho Diocese of
Threco extepded only as far as Sordice, the present-dsy Sofie in Bilgaria,
and that beyond 1t wers Theesaly, Macodonis, and Illyria, vhich were then
wmmornm,tmmmnmwmmwmw
over tho dlaspore in Exrops, acccrding to the 26tk rule of the Fourth
Eoumenical Council, extenisd only over 4he dlaspore west of fofis, (See

Mstory of the Thessalonion Exarch mf];tp Incarpare
the f of Comotentinople in Asia, Vol'samon writes the
fmmmmmtmmmawmymnwmwm
"Remsniber that the Poatus metropolitans are thoee dordering the Black 3Jea ae
far as Trapezius and inland; Asiatio motropolitans are thoee near Ephe#is,
1ycia, &nd Paaphelia apd their neighbhorhood, but not in Anstolis, s some ery.
The Blehop of Antiosh has ho »ight of ommsecration in fmatolia” (Athenian

II, 28k). Henoe, Sofia in Burope and Trapezius ond Ana in

Anls were the farthest points over which, accarding to tho 20th rule of the
mmwmmw&a«;ummamw
axtanded.

6. mmmethtvMthmmm
mentioned d1ocesos and their dincporn to Comstantinople, the 20th rule of
the Fourth Ecumenical Council in no way abridgsd the righto of othor auto-
cevhalous W,Mmemamummmmavam
"bardarian” disspore, Tixa, tho Roman Church eppointed bishops “in yartidus
mnmm"mmtmwmofwwmmmmenof
Aloxandria appointed dishops in oountrioe scuth of Egypts tho Church of
Antiooh in the east sppointed Sichops in Gecrgis, Persic, Armenia, cad
ipsopotanie; vhile for a long pariod Oounall the jurisdictioe of
ths Cmrch of Oonstantinoplo remained .
vhich prior to the Council tho &loocooos of Asla, »

Jurisfictioe. The Juguintan Civil Codo which was isemed in 534, 83 yeerc
MmMWﬂm&l,mthtmtctth
only tvwo bishops in the dlagyorc voro subordiDated to the Bishop of Oomstanti-

noplo. (1, IIT, 3€; Photeus' liomooanon, i, 20, VIII, 1; %#,
1, 57 and &k; m,m‘b;)%) Thoec vovre of
Bishop of i

— ' m;k: N 1 L]
et arts Tastated in its bamdsrios mot caly the territary of pressnt-
qummummmm (pahile, 1t was the
8-
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meofnmmmmmhwmmmmwmm , the
nev antocephalons oluroh because he oomiended that it iafrioged upim his riguia.
In 949, in hia 13lst Novel, stored tho Pope's Juriediction. (Chsp-
ters 2+L; 8. Goludinekly, Shos LOUrPhSs o OD M., 1971; 108-130,

1atce O Chaech 23, 1, 38; P. Lepursidy,

ﬁtthchog:mimofthe?thmy,aaaromltofwuws
wmmnom.mmwourmmnmnnnvuw.
But its metropalitans of Philippl, Thessalonica, and Lerisca 4id not oome
under the Patrisrch of Constentinople. ‘They becamd independent and fourded
nev bishoprics faor the Slevic dfespowa..  (Ornich,; 1bid. )

The fast that the Jurisiiction of the Patriarch of Constantinopls
over tbe &laspara exoseded only alightly the frontiers of Byzautium 1s proven
i mmmmmmwmmmaormmmwpwu,
g: the writings of/ Epiphanius (Min‘, gr. 86, 1, 789), De Bom(- (uﬁmm

%ﬂﬂhﬁ , XII), the so~called leo the Philogopher (4

9 » 'h?’) Mﬂl&) me (m" @'l 132’ :Lm)o TE 15 trae
the seooni rogister mentiwns a Jothio potropolis vith oight eperchies,
ut as V. A, mm«w,wamcmmmwnhammm
an actuality. ("Eparshy of Tot<ieg in Khezaris in ihe Esgith cu:nm:;," Worke
of the Pourth Congross of Bussian Acedemic Grganizaticus, 3, 149-156,

The register of Leo tho Philosghw, 28 vell as the above~mantionsd
cancnioal intesrpreters, includes the Russian Cimrch in the metropoiis of the
Constantinople Patriarchats., In tky £irst case, ve have the latest interpcls-
tion, and in the seoomd, en obvicus ancironism becsuse there is no reason to
believe that Clwristianity existod ca tho territary of mresemt-day Russia in
the %th Contwry. In any case, the Russian Church was at firet eubordinated

convertsd peoplos are subardinsted to the parent church vhich coaverted them
t5 Chrietianity umtil they attain tho prerequieite corditions for an anto-
cephalous status, (See A. S. Puvior, “The Theory of Westorn Papacy in Ruc-
sian Literature,” The Orthodox Roview, Decembor 1879, P T93)

Subsequent expansiom end comtrection of the Jurisdiction of the
Church of Constautinople were in no way oomected with the 28th rule of tho
Fourth Ecumenicel Council and could be traced to altogsther different causes.
The oxpansion of this jurisdiction was due to political ovente which vere
favorable to Oonstantinople, but ospecially to the missioncry seel of Slavic
teachors, while the oomt¥action of this Juriaddction ves due to politicel
events anfavoreble to Oomstantinople and the ctteimmert by non-Greek clurches
of preruquisito ocmiitions for sutocephalous etatus. Tius, in 732 the Juris-
dioticn of Comstantinople extonded ee fw as Iyrrechium (now Duresz), as is
reomdsd by Vel'samon and Vlastar® in the Athenten IT, 265 and
Athenian VI, 257, respoctively. This oocwrro’, bowever, anly be-
oause Leu 1an ocoguered Dlyrie.

Just es the extensicn of the Jurisilotion of Constantinople over
mdmmmwumappnuumottm,MMuwh,
mmamummwaammmmucduamuuor
the ruls. mmdmmmofmmmmmw
to Tearegred [Constemtinople/ 414 not exist until it vas origimated by Patri-
axch Mdletius irv 1922, Thiu can be osen, first of all, in two official
mmwammmﬂnam@umww
A T o e o A eic comotn a0 trase of Shic theo
| cal isterprebers dut vhick contaln no trace of thic theory.
mummumuebmwnmumnnmmmm

-9 -
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Alexrniris 1n 1921 and entitloed Tho Eouma pinrohel B¢
SRBaTITE T oxpand the righte of the Churah of Constantinople but seye nothing:
mxz;mmsdmmmmmtm entiye Ortholicx diaspore.

In addition to the threé adove-mntioned rules (soccnd rule of the Becond
m&m;mmwmmmmmm;mm
Council), the 1Tth rale of the Fourth
of which is repeated in the Pth rule
the question of the limite
Grook onthors refer to
Constantinople to grant
the Church of Poland antocephulous stetus.

Theae refersnces may be found not only in the corresponisnoe wWith other
hiersrohies but also 4n thoe decision conoerving the autocepholous status of
the Polapd Clmreh dated 13 November 1924, This docisicn assorte that the cenons
gtate that the eocalonicatical organigatien of a comntry mst confoxrn
to the political emd sooial orzemizetion. IHemoe, the ocmolusion is drawm that
the Orthodox Church in Poland met receive its independence, i. ., autooeplisloun
status, beczuse Poland is an independent state.

_ Eyen 1f this essertiom Vere trues, it does mot follow that the autocephaious
mmofmmummunnmmmwtmm,nmawmmpms
status cen only be grauted by a logal awtharity, i. 0., tho parent church, whiah
rwmmMWtobommwofm,bamuwehsvom,
the claims of the Cimrch of Comstantinopls to jurisdiction over the Polish Church
are unfounied. But the asperiion that there must be comfarmity between clmrech

canoniocally and higtoricelly imoarrect.
nmmmummm@mms,mmmhorwwm
mamtommmmmmm-, whioh wers looated in imdependont
states, not autonomy but ar sutoosnhaluus status.

Itahmlﬂbobmhﬁndtmtmtwormammbommduththe
delimitations of sutocephalous churches tat refer to the 2ixing of limite on
emchiosaxﬂwnhnvithmweentomlms churches. Ir this way, the rules
actually have no Yeuring on the guestion of ciurch indopenicmoe. Moreover, the
idea that an independent state mivt have an antocephalous ohurch ig utterly °
rcroi@toth:omhumoanboaoenfrmthemnmtatthattmmtmbut
umlmtmmmammmmmmmmww,mm
cenons of the Ecumemioal Counodl (I, 63 II, 2; IIT, 8, oto.) sanctiomed Guch e
mtato of affairs.

At the ozteet, the Beumsnicel Council indteated & totully ddfferent prin-
oipel of church dslimitation, namely the principle of time limditetions. Fperohies
Mpu'iaboemmmmdmmadthecum“uthommmma
at least 30 years.

the die-
parishee (t4o term should be trenslated oo toperchies’)
ahruld follow a civil and political arder.”

m,mfmuwouohwpmtsmwmmmuuwm
m.mmwmmwu-uummmvma
now oity is fowidsd By state euthority. Avistin osplains this order in the
"It tho emporor founds o contemplutes founiing & mev oity
mighboring Lishop ,
eparcly, but mst cozfan to the eivi) and palitioal order,
uwmmmxumwahmqormm
18 assigned and is mads subordinate” (fa th Qosmeprta

%cﬂ.ﬁa). Zomexes sayn the same
? N3; Athenian Gyntegme, II, 260-261) It is
-10 -
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instence why an axosption is mads to the principle of timo tationa. 5

pribeigle 18 appliceble anly to oities which heve besn in existence for a long
time and can in no way be applied to & nevly founded city.

Thet the Cbalosdomisn Council passed no resolution on the neceseity of
sonforming the chroh organisstion to the political arganization is attested
wmmmmmmmormomx. The 12th rule prohidite
mmmumuvm@mofmmmduuwmmuumw
am,mmmmmnntvhmauammmtm

dourdarios cems up for considsration, the Council re~
canoms and alarch trmditions
‘ Toumenical

%, &b timss, the cemome
hecause of dootdial necessity tut anly whoen

spocds to church interest or ohurch walfers, For examplo, the nimth yule of
the Auticoh Oouncil, which estsblisied a parallel detveen the division of the
elurch iato metropclises and the diviedan of the stats into Provinoss, stotos:
mmmofmmouamamthemmwmmmmcorm :
metropolis,
beomise sll oocmsoquential metters flow into the main elty of the metropolis,”
Thue, wbat 1s preseribed is not oonfarmity of charah and steto organizations a8
moch, b only that type of coardimaticn which im of bemsfit to the church.
0o the other hand, when the welfore of the oimiroh roquires a deperturs from
the form of state crgamizstion, the rulesappr-we this departure, fot one btut
wvoral provinces grevitated to such large wenters us Rome, Mexandris, and
Antioch, ad for this resson the metropolis of each bishop emibraced
provinces, frequently infringing upcr the existing politiocal ‘organizaticn.
Thig vas approved by the sixth rule of the First Eounenioul Coancil. The
28th rule of the Fourth Eoumsnicel Counoil, also motivated by cmwrch velfare,
violated the mrinciple of oomformity by subodinating not ons tut three
dioceses to the Bishop of Comstentinople. Many similer examples sould de
cited. In later years omformity of tho doundaries of sutocepbalong churchee
to state bountaries existed ocnly when this was dictated by recscms of church
velfere; otherwise this was not Tollovwed.

Cinrck history ommfirms the fact that at times there vere paveral auto-~
uplnlmmlnanmto,mnattinnsmwtmpmma church extended
its Jurisdiction over seversl ptates. In his commentary on tho seoond law of
ths Second Doumeniocl Cxncil, Vol'camom statee that in ancieat times (1. o.,
in the 4th Centary) 21l mstropolitans of eparchiea (1. e., of metropalises)
pousessed autocophalous stetus (*avTOXidoNot)  and wero ordained by tholr

twn dishops ( With 4ou, 86; Athenien ;gn_tig, 11, 17TL). 8ince
tisarly every Ieovinoo 5 at 3 thero vere &ppTor-

a
imately 100 peovinces ia the Rorem Frpivae, there were neerly 100 autoocephalous
elxrches, At the end of the th Cemtury, the metyicpolitens wore united imto
d100e808 Cr excrohates eud later into mch larger unite called patriarchates.
mu,mMthManmmmumm
mmm,ummmwmuwmm1mof
the stato territorial units. Fammle,mmmmmmomzﬂ»aof
m«mammmmmmmmmmmumn. In
mzm:nm,uwumtomfmeammmm,m
Serdian Charch (until 1766) emd tho Bulgerian Caroh (until 17567) rotained
their autocephalous stotus for 2 log Tiree sutoocophnloun clmrches end
e sutmozua oturoh existed in Austro-Hmngary. The olnnrches &f Alexandria,
Jmmmm“mmtmmwum‘mwm
Wiwrdmmmmmwmmsmmm--m
Rusaian Church omd the Gecrgian Chmroh, ' .

mmmm,mmmmmzrwcmnww
the territary of sevexal oountrise. The Rumaniasn Claxrch not cnly extended its

-1 .
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over Western Burcpean states but also over s part for
Adocese of Thraoe. Ry the 1llth Eovel, Emperor Justinlen
Pirss Justindan in 335 from its subordination to Roma:
status, The Russian Chmrch, which ves located in a
and independent oountry, vas mbordinate to the Clmroh of Cengtantincple
. The Chareh Constentinople yetainsd ite juriedlction
the Ukreinian Chareh unti: 1685, notwithstaniing the fact that, politicelly

(Ko 1396): "Ancther point of viev is being formed which is based on

omrch Itfs with politicel life, which in their Tery nature aro hoterogbnecus.
The sword of the Btate camot exbitrarily determins the bounderies of local
clmiéehos. "

. It osn therefors be omaoludsd that the politiocal independence of Poland does
mt,byitnlf.giwunmmamnhmmmhnﬁmmtmhﬂmom.
Clurch velfare and church interest should play the decisive role. The Rueslan
mmmmwnmchmommmzmunmamm
thdewﬂMvmm&mtetwmusm-
ment and prosperity, epd 1if, on the oontrary, this indspendence will not areate
foritadmarofbhsinhmotththhtouﬂ&thoﬁc@mmhuvlthﬁna
mmvhmtbmmwottbopowhummtommwonom&m
vhere Catholic ulergy is imued with a hostile attituds towal "eastern echismat-
308." Ao overyone knovs, Patriarch Tikhon exd Mstropolitan Sorgly more theu
onoo refused %o recognize tue autooophalous status of the Polish Clmrsh beceuse
of these dengero (see Patrigroh Tikhan's lotter of 23 May 1924 end Metropolitan
Serziy's lotter of 24 Eoptember 1927, o 397).

Havo those oonditians changed einco Worldd War IT? Certainly they have
md,mtthemmo@immtmmmhawwwm
even styanger. thore 1o a mich smller {rthodox populistion in
Poland a3 resalt otmomouimo?mwmrmmm,mmeof
the var, and tho assignment of now fromtiere. On the other hend, a better rele-
tionship betreen the clmarch entharities has teem osteblishod in Russia, owing to
which tho centrai ulmnoh enthority oan give mare effestive aid to an orthodox
population which is ecGitared in e non-Orthoddx ocountry.

Tms, the laws of the Ecumsnicel Counoil (II, 2; III, 8; v, 28 end 17),
40 vhich the pupporters of the nowly expounied thocwy of the jurisdictiom of
ch of Cuastantinople over tlo cntire Ortholox diasporz ellude, do mot:
in fact give any support to thio thoory. The root of this thoary im mot to bo
in an effart to restare tho cancniocel stanierds rogariing Jurisiiction
tut rether in tho "aubi%ion for vorldly pover" prcribited by
casily areep into tho ruling cimrch circles, and vhich
of ooaleciastical truth, love, and peace ani iaterfores
th the suocssses of Urthodoxyin tho [pert of the/ Ciristien wrld vhich hes
boen sepaxntsd from it. The socnsr She corolonve of the Ecumenicel Clmrob,
vhich has deen enlightemsd Wy tho Spirit of God, oonderms thic papistic anmd
anticanoniocal hevresy, tho better.

-~-END-
~12 -
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